b SRR E ST

.
;|7
s
pit
Xt

Tk, RN I B, SR B BURIREL, SUH R, 2
EATR AR RIS BT 45T L0 A E AN BEN 21 HHE, Ao lb i 1 5 5 )™ 0 F) ok ik »
ANV AN AR R A BRI AR A o ARV AE PIEE Lo S HEAT AR N T, A BE AT T
ORAAAF R DALl Al A B S R A A B ) — DN T T, B
pes o= RS 4TSS & U ST (B 2= RE W= 7l b /NG 7 I 7 ol 4 AU e
TR R AFAE IR ) S FER DL, X AN IWF AT B 4 A, IR Al o
B AR A AL

19 LLERFHGYEST

20 tHad 60 FARY), 55 [ 2 448 24 AR ) (A.D. Chandler)ff) (/g 55 45 44))
— IR, TFE) T I AL R B PR 5G] . 40 4R, ARSI TR K
IR, Sl 74 i ms B B B AR ke s B 18 A BRI A M e s 3898 140 38
JEBY B

1.1.1 LPUERNESWIaHth b E a0 Ak IR e

AP i FEAR 1R 7 AR KU TR PR ) 20 A AR T RIS . FRATTHE 20
AL /S BHAEARE LA XS PR L T8 70 A Bl A AL i BEAS PR Ok 20 SR PG
28 s B R ) E EAUR AN A R RS . 2B E (KR, Andrews) 122 R K (H.L
Ansoff).
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BRI (RIS S 450) — b, 0T T AMEIREE . Al g A AL 4 2R A5
IR KR ANA, M B — @ MRS N AR, Pk, Ak
(1) J L3 N IR AR AL, AV BEAE R EREEEAT 23 B IR Al b T ST S AH Y. 1R i s A
Hibro U A1 ZI0E N A R e, Bl s AR A T AR 1, R R B ——
ik i ——ZH ZR 45 F 2 [RIAH B OG ZR I A s JEAR B g 1 Al s PR I 1) 3 A

28 WS PR 1K) Sy b — MR e A 07, AT DA 4 18 07 by AR 1)l gk 38
WRR M IS Be v BRE . A Ak, &8 Bng e ik B & &k 5 AMEIL S
FHIE R, AP SRR AN S BT 2 (B O &R, FEAEUCIEAN b, R A b 20 m& 43 A i
WS T 2 i PAAT P N T R o 22 B O A A TR D R A A A L T R T 1Y) SWOT 1k
AR, B

SWOT #iRir, SW gt B BARBLEAT 7041, S(Strengths) AR A 2278
PeFh, tean g e BRI BB, W(Weaknesses)fUR AL 45 554,
Pean AR R 3 MRS B4 N A B S 0HE, HKERE, LI AR
PR A R BNy, [A) I EERE G A B AR 45 LAty R (1) gy o OT JEFERT Ak
JITREIREE 1) 43 4T, O(Opportunities)f& R A KN EL 1K & F A A 245 Al R S Ay R I HL 2
Feiniids 75 sk UL T8 481k s T(Threats) 103 AR RINET K 2B AR 25 A At R 1) 8
iy, LRGSR W EIKR R R mSE. 90 KT TR, Ak RH
BRI, AH USR5S B . R, Vs SWOT #8765 #r i Sk ikl
TARME IR R RE IS o 340, 2l o ad i ) R ek 1 o) e LA RV PR A v, o
Y A PR i e A 2

25 ML S PR S AN AR R R « R K. ZRIAE 1965 F L T (A H]
1% W& ) (Corporate Strategy an Analytic Approach to Business Policy for Growth and
Expansion)—+i. =gk, sREg g R — NGl AR IREE R R
2 T o U R PRI AL, T 2 R R R RS R TR, DR R AT L R A AR
(1) ik B RS A B T RIS . 1972 4F, R KA (A EBUE) & ERET
RS BLALY o, IEAERM T CRRERE L OB, b E R E R )
RIEBLE T HeMlie 1979 4, ZRIIHRT (IS E H) (Strategic Management)—
H, RGEHER s B PRI C A ARy, RS AT A 0 L BA R BY  FE DA A e
T2 A LG A AR R R . DL R AR 1 ks v Rl 218 ) R AR
FE, FEMEREEORELIT A

[1] Chandler, A. D: Strategy and Structure. Chapters in the History of the American Industrial Enterprise,MIT Press, 1962,
pp.10~12.
[2] Andrews, K.R: The Concept of Corporate Strategy. Homewood, Richard D. Irwin, Inc.1965
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1. HcRERY “HERR”

BT TS IS (R R AKA AT TS, PR T s ) DU R EACZE T, R
fn 5 T REH . 8K RO ATT ) SEF LA AR . 77 i
ST Al M 55 i R B G il T S A AR MBI AR AT ML (R 3t (07 4 75 A A . 44
KR Tk E iz I m, BIARsE AU 7 5 S I 4L 1 R k™ i S T
AABEI 71 1-1 1 2X2 7% S — T S R AR 1 A 38 K 1 i ) BEAR 2 S
Jask, 2X2 P iR Ay 3 X3 P — IR (LR 1-2). SR
AP RS b T3 S AN R R R, PR n] 45 flbafs AT A (1 58 S A7
PRREAE SR TR AR RCR . K38 RS BR I B, P R4 0 gt ik /9 BAT
“242=5" [N, B Ak A FR B BT IR SR R P AR I ROR R T e i
uﬂﬁ¥ﬁ%@ RIS PR FEAE A 2 2 B A B AT EhA . P
[ 4.

FT 11 2X2 =m—Thin%EM

= N o
. mE~&H o
m 1%
WA T FE IR
B IR EZ LY=o

TR I Sabk. Ak 5 e dions BAR (K A A GIHT. Tok AP EL, 1991, (1): 93~97

#F1-2 3XIFEG—HinsEMK

L
MAB P X5 =
W %
BT % W& 7T R 7 it BT
(iESIE] [EE7BiS et 7 i
B a5 il B

TORIRUR : I Ta AR, Ak 38 4 B BEAR (10 R ANGN AT, TolkAk s, 1991, (1): 93~97

ik WS ) o 2 R AH LI R AN AR A AH 7T, e ATl ARk B = AR A T, TR
T AN E WEA R AL H s L R F L ARSI HT AT E S
AR SR 541 2 1) (R O HE) o

[1] Ansoff, H. Igor: Corporate Strategy an Analytic Approach to Business Policy for Growth and Expansion, McGraw-Hill,
New York, 1965.
[2] Andrews, K.R: The Concept of Corporate Strategy. Homewood , Richard D. Irwin, Inc.1965
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2. BBRZE G/ B

ik I 25 75 A0i3ek/ FRL A7 (Strategy Business Area/Unit, SBA/SBU) & AL A3 5T 4
SHNEE R, AN IS — NGRS, AN HEETES AN RS
AN, AL SBA PRI/ S M T B2 AR A i LI SRR T A o A Ak B3R
BREREZE, N TAERRZRNME SRS B AR E, Al B 5 28
IR A, fEAL 25 R4 AR SBA, FEAEIE LA LA TBUT 43 BT A2 A L
B, MEI SBA MZRG AT, I LU T 1A 3 15 F4 (Boston  Consulting
Group Matrix, BCGM)AL J H15, 24 7 A F% (General Electric Matrix, GEM) /3 #i% .

3. RSB RIE

s LA BT sk AEALIIRE ), I s, AR, ot
[UTE, oMby, RAHHEAAALR . ANV )2 R OE A AR . A5
Wi, R T Ak s L AR G, AL AR G ek T Bl R 4 A 2R G AR (1 Th RE T
Ko ARME WA W SR Al s AL FA s T S L5, IXHUIE e T Al e L 38 47 8%
SR ACA—— R A—— R FF R B AL ——FF TR AIILH

1.1.2 U EHEEFME A ERARIRIE S

20 28 80 AFACE, Al m B A2 TARCK MU A RE, s )25 AT TARK
(RIASAK,  FRATTHE AN B H0 ) il BV AR ok AR Al s B0 o 20 L S s 0 o 11
W 5 AR A M ZH A A AR I i A s BT H (1 e 2 i A Ay SRAG AT 58 5
X LBHAL ARt BAAPE . R PR ERER, B Rk g . Ak e
P A FeAit o XA IR A AR NI IL 70K « BekF (Michael E. Porter).
LA BV B 3 TR SE S B AR R AT (B 0 AT AR

1. AMRERHESEE

LR« PR EAML I ZAE (S5 # ) (Competitive Strategy: Technique for
Analyzing Industries and Competitors)— 4t T 7l 5 4 73 A7 (1) b 55 4 ) 24>
IR, X HR a4 it HENEI . DU va g 3 BB . AR B g
TR H B B AR B . EATZ AR DGR WL 1-1.

OF AT Re )y T SEECE A5 B 2 58 AR ™ SRR A 2 5 15 4%,
JE Y L 2 U R ) AR R A

QUEN T HICTRE ST s T A A SRR R AR T R B L AR R ) A T R R A

[1] TkAA. A bl 5 B R (R 3538 BB R . AMEIZ PR EE,  1996(6)
[2] B Al F R R R SR, ARG SRR, 1991(1)
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FEYUE P A BT A RE D KGR

OWFETE G s AT MARF TS AT AN I FESE (I 3E N FReh, R FE M2 T ¥ 7558
FeE BRI . TP BIRERE . BERiioR . BedoliAs . HYEIRIE . BUNBURSS
DRl 2R A 2 vk s HE N R FR) A 2 R

@FARKER S (KU s TR A S AEAEAE % SR BE L LA™ b i B L
PEFA BARHE™ b AE i BE e R A L 1 it 2, 2™ M AR A
R RG22 52 BIR KA B o

P kA ITESE: oL AR TES R L AN TR A Y R SR 2 AR
SE MV N IR SE R AR LR D, R i AT BEAER

WAL

P SE G 18]
)b a4

K11 b R e 4 g i B

PRIKYE: Porter, Michael E.: Competitive Strategy: Technique for Analyzing Industries and
Competitors, New York, Free Press, 1980, p.3.

WHEIR « PAFHIAL TR SES SR AR, A8 TR Al = Bl LA T8 4
(FIEPE, BB BOA AT M 2 S il e R T A v s o Tl A ST s
7 9t VR S 55 g PR it A« JE SR ZE SR AL (BN B % . AN R AT
G PSR B A T R Q& LS, IR LA Al 58 40 T

2. MEHES TR

PHGAE GEFALHD — A3 T X R M, (2RI R 58
TIHERIG SN IAT 5 3N S HAN AR F LR 73 MR A3 Ak 58 S5 i 25 P ot .
TNUURAAT 4 AT AR 2208 2 3 PRSI, B8R Nk i 5
A PEAT DG VR 205 80 o ARl i 3 5 B B 5 4 0] T B0 B i B B H €0 0 T e X S
L B R A S P (L 1-2),

[1] T&. ‘ARG R SRR SR, Z5F2EEhE, 1999(2)
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A

i

i | e | b | s | R M
| el | R | R | mg

AT B

K12 s pris
TORRUE: TR < PR, BRI S IbE. dbat. R, 1997

ANV EEES 7R T A B, OSSR o R Al S A
5 NS EIE B B RA 2 22 I EG S A A BT R Jo AR L 7
BRI A FIE By MERE BT LAY A SEATE S A g 8. WIEATE 241
INAEANA (L EE AR ES, b K S R B3 AR AR FeAp 4n S R Ja ik 55 1)
BRI B FEATT B ARSI S B (B2 A7 RIS O AT IR B A5G 3))
HEPARNE (S R BN N B 27 B S R I B R s 3h) . AN R Eh( B4k, &
AR i 3k 4 ST A RIS T Bl I AN A5 S i Bk 55 45 1ot i Bhis sl it
il B ATE S F S AN BN - BIR L N T B LU AR 24w L REE I (R S0 FF
B S ARG A LR B N ) SR BRI RS RIWSEDUIR, e AT SRS
ANV B O TS o 98 () B4 3 BT AR S L B 1 [ AT 11 5 S 4 AR 3
T IR, I SRR T EREREAT LU, AT LAERE Y e L3 22 S P A

AT R I S8 4 s BRI S e o s 85— T A — SO FEA ARSI
T A s BRI, AT OGN R S ILE . BE A A SR R N R
SRR AP T ] T s SR AR AR S0k T AT PR B oA . BRI, AR
P K5 4 s B TR AE AR I N R 2 Ak o FE SR 0 s OBRF I BT R R
REFOAT AN AL “ A MR . Fefb i e, Al A5 e R, Ak
W IE IR T AN g RS LA HA, DAL, A BEA HE AL AP OR R e AR A 2 B 2 25 5
QBT S br o LML B TER o BRHEANAT A /N M ot ST
RAERAE ML L S A ™ b A AN SR A AR LG AR A i b, I
AT AR Ml 75 Ao b B PR A JBE 93 A Aol 5 45 s 1) i e A S it AE 4 3 Al S ik 1
BATAEAAL o

[1] /R « Beess, WAL, sed g, Jost. SR, 1997
[2] Porter, E. Michael: Competitive Advantage: Creating and Sustaining Superior Performance, New York, Free Press,
1985, pp.33~61
[3] AR, il g BB A PR SIR. kA B, 1998(9)
e 8 e
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1.1.3 I ERIEICHEFARE

BEA 20 AL 90 44X, Ak s BARAT T A i o IXAN IR YT E L R s B 1
FEIERLTEG I BE . ITEEEER, R S BOR MM A S A S 4 PR B s, fd
ARV ANTF AR G SR T AN S ™ it T S A8 8 1) FLNAEFR I, T EO0 e 5 Ry
(R SRR IBLR, DUB R e 4 I Lse 4 J .

A% 8 T PR IAA 5 Al 878 S PR S BREAE T 15 IR AN R R A (A% SE 4 7
B E 4 S BT RE I R %Ly S ARASHIER 23, el DOl ) SRS, AR T
A FhRE ST, S HARE ) A RRCR o 0 se 4 it “ 2P A R RN,
R T U 2 R AR AR o PIRI,  R0 35 4 ) 1 T B2 13 A P 3
P TR, FORERRMEES, BREFESE S TR AR, 7 B SRAG A 52
PEORAIE . AZPIREE— DU, FEAEANE T A RIS FIIRNIRE ) #E RETE s S
SEFALHE T HA R AR ) R I 2k B3 51 (RE R N Al AR Hh L
o B B BRI RRRTEE D)) SR (Al Ak I8 i EL B A A LR
SEGRT TN ) AN Al ANV ICTRSRAT ) 3 DU AR GRCA s PE S0 1)
(IRRER, e BECA R0 TES 1, I AR S SE 4l 3. B

BT 5640 5B 7 R IRSE S, AMBUREE TAO RIS Mlhaes
IS BE TR, AN FRRGR AL ™ . TS ISR, iR T AT O S RE
I35 BT 370 A 35 TR A A AR F T 15 SR KT PR S, PR sk Al s )
PRIAE T AT A e 4 nt T AL A% D s, R B & TRMIZLES, 4
M A BEAR PRI ORI ARAG (T8, IR R, A REAE RO H R Ak 5 58
FXt TR AR WA, Al BRI SR Se 3, L e RO i
B AR L AN R L2 5. AL TES ) BLR TS g W R 2R
gy, B

RABER AT TALGUH “ ANV RRARIR” , IR R T 2 S AL A L
AP FRE 3 T Pk 1 LR B S ORI By g ke ok, IR EE

[1] Bakos, J. Y., M. E. Treacy: Information Technology Corporate Strategy: A Research Perspective, MIS Quarterly, Vol.10,
No.2, June 1986, pp.107~119.

[2] Barclay, J: Learning from Experience with Learning Logs, Journal of Management Development, Vol. 15, No. 6, 1996,
pp.28~43

[3] Prahalad, C.K., G. Hamel: The Core Competence of the Corporation, Harvard Business Review, May-June 1990,
pp-79~91

[4] ROGHE. AR RERFIRS . L. BB E RS L, 1999

[5] Dorothy Leonard-Barton: Core Capabilities and Rigidities: a Paradox in Managing New Product Development,Strategic
Management Journal, 1992, pp. 111~125
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BT AR A, ISR T ANV MR . (HE, X B RS
WIARTE G — A AZ O e I, JF HEIRIC R A R IR TE AR ik K
SEAALB GRS g T T O A AZ O RE T T i

2% ALEEEHEEX

KIPLOK, AN RAEAT 24T B, AR T 07 vk AR B R gt e i)
P TG 535, XM IE R A BA T OB s e B AR O “ s s “Rial” o
FERF— MR I RE SRR XA AR A AR O e i, 1R XA (Y
R0 B BERERE KA, SR B RGERI e 700, S2Pr BIXBURAEAE, L5
FERXF RS HEED, BRI R QU b R E AU . RIFEAE Al B B 2
Bbo ATPREA LR 15 SO Al o e 2 0 2 0 5 Jee D R R4 [0 AN 2 A

1.2.1 FEXHEX

“Yu(Paradigm)” & 32 [P KIC LW « PR (Thomas Kuhn)fE Bk 4y
[K)45#)) (The Structure of Scientific Revolutions)— 45 A #& tH Sk 11, Aduks HAESRE A — )
W NI A S 51, AR U ) R OR TR D T kA TR R
ke 7 WA A%t “SaX 7 AORFSY R BT LA . [ 2 PR I - E 0T 2
WA CEATGE R ROTE A E o, — A SR BRI R o, — B O
DI IE, eeeee A E — N EgE s, —DMAEY, —MER, A MREEAR
GBI TR, 7 P

FERE S T XM BRSO Nl AARIMEE . JLE(A. Kieser)ghdt
O3] AR, Add D e U P R A U — A i, AT T 3t i
AT A AR T AL T AR A A ARk R AR, 8 ELI R, VR AR ) v es LA
SIS T A% 2 AR R 5T o BT ) 3 (G. Morin, 1984)iA k¥ 310 23 b A7 —
SE R BE R RO O o M IE A H RSB B P e 5 e B g, R
RSV R RN . XEex) “y5X7 BmEt, JoRts IRIRAT “Ju” B
filt, AT, Y07 MRS AR B A R RS2, A IS, T
PLSE AR D) R S, [FIINE GG AN R B SE o T AR SCHE “3aa” B — AN 3k
ARG, COIERGLMM LR, ERAIAFE A ST B0 e 450 & T fe

[1] Kuhn, Thomas S.: The Structure of Scientific Revolutions, 3™ ed., The University of Chicago Press, 1996, p.14.
[2] SRS « Tk 2. O S ARMIEK. Jbnt: SRR MR, 1987
[3] Kieser, A.: Rhetoric and Myth in Management Fashion, Organization, 4(1), 1997, pp.49~74.
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1.2.2 IR EETER

B a7 X —He T A s A B A, e A T A e A I
CRRH, UL RTINS IR AL B R, bl 2 /x4 T %
WA BGRB8k o TR TRA T S R T Al e B R R Al
W A5 BEAE A — 1122 BRI AR T 20 AL 50~60 FEAR, JLHR 60 FEAR Al ki 4 BRAJE T 1)
B FE AP — R ERAER SRR RS U, CRRARE—RERER—X
e BRIENEOIIRNT, A BaRIERE X, 8 T Al st
HEAR R CR, T “ASMIRRESRNS” RUL, IR T A . &
R JE(1965) (L1120 IR BRERAERI 40 FOFERE L, B H XA 0 0E— 25 44k b dmss A &1
EIPHIFERAERS], I N THS & B REANER ZRIBINR, K
WK 2 4 3 v J2 4 BRI — TUMURE T B (93 B — X — H AR TE Z &R X (Ansoff,
H.L,1965)F1% {44 Wi (Andrews, K.R.,1970) {135 1F 43 23— 2D 5wtk IFEAEA LR
R AN RGN A 5 T AT BVRAL , IR T I 1) 2 R JE— R R R — B & i .
XA, B B R A BT T SRR A S K H AR
R T R A SVERI R . B 20 T 70 4EAR, X -JERB T AR AR, &
AATHAR A B 52 TR R SE it e 42 ) — oW i

X —yE I U T RHERE, B & AT S o 4 2R A a8 A
1o 2 A O] LIS AR AT T A TI0  RT A D R O DA ST AT . R 2
ARl RE AR RO, R D s FBRAT T LA, R T R A 2R
XGRS A 20 T2 7S HAEAR I 278 IR A AR e 1S AT AHIE N 1. M 70 4F
R4 80 AR, Al kg A FAR B — PR R SR, LT 2R AR, (1
R 70 FACHI 208 414 & FEHE iR (Business Portfolio Management). 80 4FAX ) 3%
S 5 A7 PR 18 (M. Porter, 1980,1985)4 JE A Jg T %A, &

20 2l 80 A, JLHIEHEN 90 FARLLG, A E AR H 25 B
MAMHIIEE G, BORQUF IR, B bR 4By, ik sk Has 20640, AN e tEx
EH PR R P EBIAEE A, B T 3T . BROR R U i i
AZE ) i PRSI S A 79 G ik s A B T I Bk i

[1] Ansoff, H. I,: "The Emerging Paradigm of Strategic Behavior," Strategic Management Journal,Vol. 8. 1987, pp.
501~515
[2] WHEA S AR TEOT Alkflmg. dbnt: o E RS HRREL, 1992
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XL ik A i A T PR 1) T SO AA F AR RN 8 TR B S B ) s UK B AL A
7 Uy o N R BE AR Ay 3 0 55 4 8 A0 B B 1) DABI 3 R okl A% 0 S5 4 B
W PVEh s o 5 15 BIAT 20 135 B 1) 1 2 K G PR 2 ST 22 IR P e s TS FROW s e LA SE 4y
T e G AR P v 2 A FE 2R A T e A B DA R R B T %%,
N EHE AL PR B SR U B I Sh A Ak, SRR A SE
2], KR B EEA RE R

L RR « B (Michael Ray)fah, Mg R e A2 m 1, s b
fr(Alignment)s WA 02 T3g ). MHEWIKEN . 22 AL, Gl TAES Y AR
RIANEAE . AR IX BERFAE AN I R B — NN 4, A Fria A & — i
AHPRUHE, TR AR R . [BAMNETFulR B TR w5
AU AN D, T A e B TAE S ARV 5wt b g, P
R 1-3 R PR R

AMEBTE AR NR BRI, 187+ 7 AL SRS 1) FMA I A A 2785
RV E B o FriE T AR 52 B NI AR e SRR, AN P LAAME ) R E
RN MR E R T ERAN, R AR, A BRSO
AR SHERI SR RE E M, X2 “llogieX” o B, sgsEmANA
AR B AR e S AU

* 13 #IEER B RR

BSEXRYRIR: ZFFIE e R RIR: MHEBRE
o EN) . FRITERIK. Bl AN K, o ERLBEYORY . M. ST BT, WAL
R B HSR, @ 2t
o BORTARHECA AR, L, M= E o UWARTAE. WA, k. AelEh
o SNWKIHAR. Brgis Rz B o WAL BRTZH. Hirde5IR
o AAEN, SRR ML PR TARBM | o Lo ZIMACH H AN, il TAFEMA M+
o MM, L LA O T AR B A LA

[1] Collins J. C., J. 1. Porras: Building a Visionary Company, California Management Review, Vol. 37, No.2, 1995,
pp-80~100

[2] Prahalad, C.K., G. Hamel: The Core Competence of the Corporation, Harvard Business Review, May-June 1990,
pp-79~91

[3] Grant, R. M.: Prospering in Dynamically-Competitive Environment: Organizational Capability as Knowledge
Integration, Organization Science, Vol. 7, p.4,1996

[4] Lorsch, Jay W.: Managing Culture: The Invisible Barrier to Strategic Change, California Management Review, 1986,
pp-95~109

[5] Z Wl (Michael Ray)3, RIBERUE. VBT IGE. & L, 1997
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(B:3)

BSEXRYRIZ: ZFFE e R RIR: MEBRE
o WL UM 22 DML o MALUHIRRIAHE
o XM, SEF. fERI TR o OE. BRI AN E
o TAEMBIRTE, TAFRYEAMN T o TAEBIRANE, TAEALGSNER
o HBAAR, NEMR o HHARGHE. TS AP A
o REE. HEL U o RN I E R BRI
o KR, WAL, MLRAL, PR FREL 0| e BUESEML. Mg, HEIEA. EAATE
Wi BB 5
o ZPFHINL. W EX. A TAENAE | o DR T B RS
A Witk 25 CREE, TR A AR
o PItAL. SFBERISL. AN R S o HBPIMA. HARsr . EAEM
o JAL. IHAETEU o LSRR
o FME, HEMBIE o FRBIFIEL B, HIES. BN W5,

HEAR AN 78 B dle 5 2 A
o JHHIER o PRI R A 0 AR BEEE TR (1 T AR 34
o AR B R RS R A R 0GR
o AP B E o fENkI . APERURE
o LIMEE Sk BRI 2T i o IEMRHL. BHEGE THARRHA
o T i A SRIBCIIS M 45 it

S

PERIRIE: 1E3/R « ¥ (Michael Ray)#,
F LR

WRRPE. AVoBr iy, 8 AR A, 1997(fF:

73

£3% HLERREEEXGET

Al e e B 9 o T 2 A O S M A DU PR R G e g 5k A
(7 PR 2 o 2 A A b e B U B R BB 30 IR R TR AN [R] R 2 5 42 3
AR Ei, IS EUR R ZhRE. PrEL, 35 EARURPERE T v s, AR ST
Al 2R

P A I 2 2 AR PR AN A, s PR AR F B 2R T LAy = A 7= i AT 3 L 5
PSR B U G R o 1 S8 G L O 2 L B e A S - DU
SR, S FAE S AR DU R ANV IA S T S e g s e AL K LB A
PR, PUBATE SRR “lmk 327 — i), (LS S R e —
.

FEIH GO R AR A B R I« JARPR A PU AL « ASERF A K, —IUH K

[1] PHe . &8 s WA S ——F/ A W P~ 13h Iy, dbat: T ES ok, 1992
[2] [l « BeARTTAESE. AR, bRt JLRORA AL, 1999
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(323 W e S o TN FEA B A S i R I B R S, XA B B
FULGH . W SR ARBEs. HESAH P, ARG 2w o = e filid
TaA .

LR LRriR, SO EERIOPITEC AT DR 1A 0%, HERA L E Mk
il gt Y AHIBC AR o IR LS i 38 1 il s 7 BT 5 X A0 52 BUAH . 1Y) SEARAT O

1.3.1 A EEREEERNETHERR

FE— BB PR AZAL T, 51— Tt (1M 28 AN ] (B8t H A SRR A BN
AHUAA—FET, W, FOABRNTBEERINEAR T . ZFoFruNrmsL, Qg
X RELEYUIE A R FRIEFIOAE MeE, EAT AR AL S AR TR T i 28 1), IX 4
A 512 e I LT 10 7 206 i o I3k sl  wke  BHAE PR 8 28 4, 30 5 M 1) T 45
BRI BL 1o OB AR v o g B B SR SRR AR AR 5 B8 B3 T
Jr AR AVEE R R SCRIZD LR, SOACH BEEOR (A4, FRIE A B R B 13X
P BRIk SEAR ], I35 B A PHLAE B 4 M £ ZH S VR b 1 s P A AL A 5 mp S I
FHEAR

Al R AR 5 A — AN 3R S0 RN Wi 3 A A 5 AR A R s s i
DAAMIFREE R 5 2B 18 5%, AP AR B R o (0 AN I 3R] RS R 1
TSN M55 SR BEAT A RE St o oy B AR o e BV S AR
Fe R R IR it 2, A IR A JRE 5 1) H PR BEAT SRS, TR OB e 1k,
REL PN (ST

7 o AR A P TS AR i s PR I ST AR ACHE Y, A5 5 2 3 SR Al il it A
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